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l60 THE MONIST. 

tional function from the other. Thus despite independence proofs, 
we are able, by means of the Principia, to deduce one independent 
postulate from another, and we have now seen that the difficulties 
are not set aside by the distinction between propositional functions 
and propositions. 

The only set of independent postulates is one which consists 
of only one postulate. As soon as two postulates are assumed as 
the basis of a deductive system, we are able to deduce, as the first 
theorem, that they are not independent, no matter whether they 
are propositions or functions. 

The conclusion to be drawn from the preceding discussion is 
that the theory of deduction of the symbolic logicians is not in agree- 
ment with the sort of deduction used by the mathematicians. 6 Pos- 
tulates proved to be independent by the method of independence 
proofs can be shown to be dependent by the rules of the Principia. 
Either symbolic logic does not furnish safe rules of deduction for 
pure mathematics, or else mathematicians, who have used indepen- 
dence proofs to show that assumptions are not deductively related, 
have been wandering in error. 

V. F. Lenzen. 
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Medical Contributions to the Study of Evolution. By /. G. Adami, M.D., 
F.RS., F.R.CP. Pp. xviii, 372. London: Duckworth and Co., 1918. 
Pris 18s. net 

The first part of this very stimulating book consists of the Croonian Lec- 
tures of 1917 delivered before the London Royal College of Physicians on 
"Adaptation and Disease," and the two other parts, "Heredity and Adapta- 
tion" and "On Growth and Overgrowth," are reprints of earlier (1892-1914) 
papers and addresses by the author which bear upon adaptation and tissue 
modification. In fact, Dr. Adami found that his earlier work was not known 
to biologists, and it also seemed useful "to present the conclusions reached, 
not so much from the point of view of their medical bearing, as from that of 
their biological significance, in order that both morphologist and physician 
might observe the direction in which medical research is surely leading us with 
reference to matters which form the basis of general biology." t 

4 The conclusions of this article agree with the criticisms of the Principia 
by Prof. C. I. Lewis. Professor Lewis's algebra of strict implication is the 
only deductive theory, of which I know, which is in accord with the kind of 
deduction used by mathematicians in independence proofs. 



